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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1-6 & 8-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Kubo et al (US 5828461) . 

Re claims 1, 8-11, 25, & 30-32, Kubo et al discloses 
(Figures 9A-10 & 12 and column 22, line 25 - column 25, line 30; 
particularly column 22, lines 25-33 and column 24, lines 18-33 & 
53-56) a print control system in which a print dialog box 113 is 
displayed with options for displaying and modifying print 
settings, including an indication of a paper selection, and then 
confirming and activating (the "SETTING" button) the print job 
using the print job settings as they are currently set. 

After confirming the print job, at least one printing 
information dialog box (Figures 9A-10, items 90 & 100; column 
22, lines 53-67; column 25, lines 15-23) including an indication 
of a paper selection is displayed. This box displays a 
modifiable synopsis to direct the processing of the print job. 

Re claim 2, the print dialog box includes a printer 
selection ("AUTOMATIC" or "MANUAL" ) and a scale size 
("RESOLUTION" ) . 
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Re claim 3 & 27, the print dialog box includes a "CANCEL" 
button to cancel the print job. 

Re claims 4-6, 13-15, 18-24, • 25-27, 34-36, & 39-45, the 
printing information dialog box has "PRINT" and "CANCEL" buttons 
to respectively enable and activate (either for a first time or 
for an additional instance readable on "resubmission") and 
cancel the print job. 

Re claim 12, 16, 19, 33, 37, & 40, the printing information 
dialog box enables the editable selection of a paper size and 
color tone, which is readable upon the (not further described) 
"print selection device" . 

Re claim 17-24, 28-29, & 38-45, the "resubmission" of a 
print job by repeating the steps of submitt ing the original 
print job again follows the described steps (displaying the 
print dialog box again, selecting settings in the new print 
dialog box, confirming the settings by selecting the "OK" button 
in the print dialog box, displaying the printing information 
dialog box again, selecting the output file in the printing 
information dialog box, and activating the print job by 
selecting the "OK" button in the printing information dialog 
box) . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kubo et al . 

Re claim 7, Kubo et al teaches the display of a list of 
print settings as described above, but does not teach or suggest 
the display of the entire recited list of specific print 
property settings (including all of printer name, printer ports, 
timeout settings, color management, output printer settings, 
banner settings, paper selection, document size, print size, 
paper type, printer tray, print resolution, edge smoothing ' 
flags, toner savings flag, graphics configuration, accessories, 
statistics, and watermark properties) . 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to 
a person of ordinary skill in the art to select this particular 
list of print properties for display. 

The suggest ion/moti vat ion for including these specific 
print property settings rather than others would have been to 
enable user control and monitoring of those particular settings 
while minimizing interface clutter. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to use this specific 
list of displayed print properties to obtain the invention as 
specified in claim 7. 
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Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 2/28/07 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant argues (1/30/07 Remarks: page 12, line 24 - page 
17, line 13) that the correspondences drawn in the outstanding 
Final Rejection between the claimed print dialogue box and the 
claimed printing information dialogue box and the elements 113 
and 90/100 (respectively) of Kubo et al are not valid because 
Kubo et al discloses a sequence of dialogue box displays that 
does not agree with the sequence recited in the claims. 
Specifically, Kubo et al discloses a sequence of operations .in 
which the dialogue box 113 is selected after the dialogue box 90 
and a sequence of operations in which the dialogue box 113 is 
selected after the dialogue box 100. 

However, Kubo et al also discloses (column 24, line 52 - r 
column 25, line 23; particularly column 24, lines 53-56 and 
column 25, lines 15-16) a sequence of dialogue box displays in 
which the dialogue box 113 is displayed prior to an "automatic 
layout setting" operation, which in turn is followed by the 
display of dialogue box 90. Kubo et al further discloses (column 
22, lines 53-67; particularly lines 53-54 & 60-62) a sequence of 
dialogue box displays in which the dialogue box 90 is displayed 
prior to the display of dialogue box 100. Thus, Kubo et al 
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discloses a sequence of dialogue box displays in the following 
order: dialogue box 113, dialogue box 90, dialogue box 100. This 
sequence is consistent with the claim recitations that the print 
dialogue box (corresponding to Kubo et al dialogue box 113) is 
configured to confirm the print settings for the print job and 
that the printing information dialogue box (corresponding to 
Kubo et al dialogue boxes 90 & 100) are displayed upon this 
confirmation . 

More specifically, Applicant argues (1/3 0/07 Remarks: page 
13, line 4 - page 15, line 3) that, because the "automatic 
layout setting" operation of Kubo et al occurs between the 
display of the dialogue box 113 and the subsequent display of 
dialogue box 90 in the above described sequence of operations, 
the display of the printing information dialogue box (90) is not 
"automatically" displayed upon confirmation of the print job in 
the print dialogue box (113) . 

However, the recitation that a recited step automatically 
foil ows another recited step does not preclude the performance 
of an intermediate step between the two recited steps. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning the contents of this communication 
or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Stephen M. Brinich at 571-272-7430. 
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Any inquiry relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding or any inquiry of a general nature concerning 
application processing should be directed to the Tech Center 
2600 Customer Service center at 571-272-2600 or to the USPTO 
Contact Center at 800-786-9199 or 571-272-1000. 

The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 8:00-5:30 
alternate Fridays off. 

The examiner's unit designation has been changed from "Art 
Unit 2624" to "Technology Division 2625" (as of March 20, 2006) 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 571-272-7437. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 571-273-8300 
(as of July 15, 2005) . 

Hand- carried correspondence may be delivered to the 
Customer Service Window, located at the Randolph Building, 401 
Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 2 2314. 
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Examiner 

Technology Division 2625 
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